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" The MAIUNG °ATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 1 5 December 2006 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

1 . H The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 

this application applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit or o°he Evidence which 

x lZ* ^ Z P r C T n m , C c ° nditi ° n f ° r a,,0Wancei (2) a N0tice 0f A PP eal < with a PP eal W in compliance wi 3 "cfrZzT or (3) 
time ^period^ C ° nt ' nUed Exam ' nat,on ^ ^ in compliance with 37 CFR 1.1 14. The reply must be filed within one of the following 

a) The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set whichever is later In 

no event, however. w.ll the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the marling date oHheTna !. rejecL 

^MONTHS OF^y S F^S CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

h^rhl°,. nS n f i ime th ma H y l ? e , oblained under 37 CFR 1 -136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

e !?CFR l'l7 ?.') t Z^J^^t^T^^ 5 e [ i0d f ° f h extensi0n and the corresponding amount of the fee ^^^l^^Se 
?L h fhJ V ( • calculated from. (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action' or (2) as 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

2. □ The Notice of Appeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

filing the Notice o Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dtemK th ^apoeal Sine! 
a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 37?aT 
AMENDMENTS ' v '* 



The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) ^ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) LJ They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(C) ^ Ip7ea| re and/o d r eemed * P ' a ° e ^ appNcation in better form for ap P eal b * materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 
(d) □ They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: • (See 37 CFR 1.1 16 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324) 

5. LJ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6 ' D n^kSSMT^ C ' aim(S) W0U ' d ^ a " 0Wable " SUbmitted in 3 Separate ' time 'y fi,ed ^endment canceling the 

7. g| For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) E will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended explanation or 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-28 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 29-41 . 
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 



8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

S^c'^eS 900- " re3SOnS ^ ^ " oth - evidence^n^s^and 

9 ' D Int«f! d K Vit ° f 0t !l er e ^ ence filed after the date of fi,i ng a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief will not be 

^riS 9 ^^^ ^ 6006 fail6d t0 ° VerC ° me ^ rejBCti0nS Under appeal and/or a PP el,ant fails t0 P^de a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 33(d)(1) 

REQUEST [S.Sg' ^ eXP,anatl0n ^ ^ St3tUS ° f ^ C ' aimS 3fter ^ " b6l0W ° r 3ttaChed - 

1 1 " H SeeAttached° r reCOnsideration has been wardered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s) 
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Continuation of 3) 

The proposed amendment is not entered because it raises new consideration 
and possibly a new search. 

Continuation of 11 ) 

That Anumakonda teaches a method for processing sulfur-containing 
hydrocarbons and Dicks teaches that sulfur compounds are removed upstream from the 
reformer does not destroy the combination. One of ordinary skill would combine the two 
as both provide for hydrocarbon reforming. It appears the temperature range cited 
(250°C -500°C) in Dicks is such that it would appear that a similar step (Dicks and the 
current application share a temperature endpoint) is carried out in Dicks as in the 
present invention. Further remarks are drawn to the non-entered amendment are 
therefore not currently considered. 

Abdulally is not relied upon to teach cooling of the pre-reaction zone. 

Anumakonda in combination with Isogaya and Sircar is based upon Isogaya and 
Sircar in combination teaching that the exit of the reforming reactor has to be a certain 
temperature. This temperature largely depends on the temperature of the reaction 
inside the reactor: Isogaya teaches an exit temperature in the claimed range. Sircar 
provides motivation for supplying said temperature at an exit of a reactor. 



